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Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C 20231 

Sir: 

la response to the Restriction Reqijirement mailed January 17, 2002, Applicants 
elect Gronp V, consisting of claims 78, 8 1-85, with traverse. An extension of time fer five 
months, from Marcih 17, 2002 to July 17, 2002, is submitted herewith. 

Applicants acknowledge the Restriction Requirement's comment that 
"jTlnventions IV-Vn, XH, and XV aie undisclosed, therefore a search for this group [sic] would 
be considered an undue search burden," Nevertheless, the Examiner is requested to reconsider 
rejoining Group IV with Group V for prosecution in the same applicatiorL 

Grcup IV consists of claims 78-80 and 84-85; and. Group V consists of claims 78, 
and 81-85, The result of the restriction is that claims 78, 84, and 85 have been restricted into two 
groups, Group IV and Qroap V, Election of Group IV and prosecution of claims 78, 84, and 
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85 in one application and election of Group V and prosecution of claims 7S, 84 and 85 in 
different ^plication might result in claims 78. 84 and 85 issuing in two sqiarate patents for 4}e 
same invention. VnAa 35 U.S.C. § 121, an application may properly be required to be restricted 
to one of two or more claimed inventions only if they are able to support separate patents and 
they are either indepaident or distinct, "IT STILL REMAINS IMPORTANT FROM THE 
STANDPOINT OF THE PUBUC INTEREST THAT NO REQUmEMENTS BE MADE 
WHICH MIGHT RESULT IN THE ISSUANCE OF TWO PATENTS FOR THE SAME 
INVENTION.*' (See MPEP § 803.01, enqihasis found in the original.) It is respectfully 
submitted that it is self-evident and incontrovertible that tbQ restriction of claims 78, 84, and 85 
into Qtoups IV and V is improper. 

If the Examiner believes a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of 
this application, please tel^hone the undersigned at 650-326-2400. 



TOWNSEND and TOWNSEND and CREW LLP 

Two BnbarcadCTD Center, 8* Floor 

San Ftancisco, California 94111-3834 

Tel: (650) 326-2400 
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